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MALLOPHAGANNAMESOF DE GEER, 1778 ; PROPOSEDADDITION
TO OFFICIAL LISTS. Z.N.(S.) 1400

By G. H. E. Hopkins and Theresa Clay

British Museum (Natural History), Tring and London

Since we find ourselves compelled to ask for recognition of a neotype for

almost every nominal species of Mallophaga mentioned in the course of this

and other appeals we are making to the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature, we think it desirable to explain the special circumstances which
make this unavoidable. With almost no exceptions, the tjrpes of all nominal
species of Mallophaga described before the end of the eighteenth century are

lost, if they were ever preserved ; many of the names published by Linnaeus
in 1758, for instance, were based on drawings published by Red! in 1668,

while none of the species described by De Geer in 1778 is represented by
specimens in his collection at Stockholm. Further the almost total destruction

during the second world war of the Halle Collection, containing the t3rpes of

very many species described by Nitzsch and his successors, has extended this

loss to cover the types of the vast majority of all species described prior to 1880
with the exception of those contained in the relatively small Denny Collection

in the British Museum. In a high proportion of instances the nominal species

covered by these pre-1880 descriptions are composite, and in no instance is it

possible to recognize beyond doubt what species is meant in the absence of a

type. It is, therefore, essential to designate neotypes if the names are to be
apphed with precision. All the neotypes mentioned in this appUcation are in

the British Museum (Natural History).

2. De Geer (1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 69-81, pi. 4, figs. 5-16) pubUshed
a description of one genus and descriptions and figures of seven species of

Mallophaga. The generic name (Eicinus) has been in use by students of

Mallophaga since 1906 and in almost universal use since 1916 ; of the specific

names, two are regarded as junior synonyms but the remaining five are all

in current use and two of them refer to species of veterinary importance. The
question has now been raised, however, whether De Geer's Mem. Hist. Ins.

is an available work, since it has been claimed (see, e.g., Hottes, 1954, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 9 : 166-173) that this book is not binominal. Wedo not wish

to discuss this claim here, but we feel that the names given by De Geer to

Mallophaga must be dealt with apart from the question of the availabihty of

his work because of a special difficulty about the section of volume 7 in which
all the Mallophagan names are contained. In all other portions of the volume
the names and descriptions are in such form as (: 50) " Termes (destructor)

alhidum, capite luteo, antennis filiformis, alterius maxillis longitudine anten-

narum ", where the second word, differentiated by being printed in Romantype

and enclosed in brackets, is obviously the specific name. In the section

containing the Mallophaga (: 69-81) the second word is not enclosed in brackets

nor printed in Roman type, but in each of the seven instances it is in a form

which suggests that De Geer intended it for a specific name ; each is based on
one or both of the components of the binominal name of the host species, and
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is not a descriptive term in the ablative case. Students of the Mallophaga,

who have never hitherto doubted the availabihty of Mdm. Hist. Ins. have long

assumed that the second word in De Geer's description of each species is the

specific name and that the failure to differentiate it is of the nature of a misprint

probably due to the fact that volume 7 was pubhshed after De Geer's death.

The names are discussed individually below, but for the sake of clarity we have

restored the brackets and differentiating type which we beUeve to have been

omitted accidentally.

3. The type-species of Ricinus De Geer, 1778 (: 69), is, by subsequent

designation (Neumann, 1906, Bull. Soc. zool. Fr. 20 : 56) Ricinus fringillae

De Geer, 1778. Hermann (1804, Memoire apterologique, Strasbourg, : 12)

proposed the generic name Nirmus as a nomen novum for Ricinus, expUcitly

because of the employment of the latter name in botany ; he did not mention

any species, but as the name was a nomen novum for Ricinus the included

species are those mentioned by De Geer, and Neumann's selection of Ricinus

fringillae De Geer as type-species of Ricinus would automatically make it the

type-species of Nirmus Hermann even if Neumann had not explicitly stated

this (1906 : 56).

4. Nitzsch (1818, 3Iag. Ent. (Germar) 3) described (: 296) the genus Liotheum

to cover " Pediculv^, Linn., Fabric.

—

Ricinus, Degeer, LatreUle,

—

Nirmus
Hermann, de Olfers " (in each instance clearly only in parte) and erected (: 302)

the subgenus Physostomum for three nominal species of which one is a junior

objective synonym of Ricinus fringillae De Geer ; this nominal species (Lio-

theum {Physostomum) nitidissimum Nitzsch, 1818) is the type-species of

Physostomum by subsequent designation (Harrison, 1916, Parasitology 9 : 24).

The name Physostomum was used for the genus for many years, but Neumarm
restored Ricinus in 1906 {Bull. Soc. zool. Fr. 20 : 56) and it is now in universal

use ; it is employed in the only two comprehensive Usts of the Mallophaga

which have been published in the last half- century (Harrison, 1916, Parasitology

9 : 1-156 and Hopkins & Clay, 1952, Check List of the Genera and Species of

Mallophaga). It is also employed in an important partial revision of the genus

(Balat, 1952, K poznaniu druhov rodu Ricinus De Geer, 1778 (Mallophaga),

Biologicky Sbornik 7 : 155-170).

5. Nitzsch also (1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 291) used the name Nirtnus

for another of his subgenera (belonging to the other suborder of Mallophaga),

but though he doubtless intended this to be a restriction of Nirmus Hermann
he did not include in it any of the species included by De Geer (and therefore,

since it is a nomen novum, bj^ Hermann) and Nirmus Nitzsch, 1818 (type-

species, by subsequent designation, by Johnston & Harrison, 1911, Proc. Linn.

Soc. N.S.W. 36 : 326 " Degeeriella discocephalus N.") is a junior homonjnn of

Nirmus Hermann, 1804. Neumann (1906, Bull. Soc. zool. Fr. 20 : 60) renamed
it Degeeriella.

6. The syntypes of Degeeriella discocephalus (Burmeister, 1838) were in

the Halle CoUection. Clay (1958, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 7 : 168,

figs. 35, 51, 119, pi. 9, fig. 1) redescribed the species and designated a neotype

which is labelled " neotype Nirmus discocephalus Burmeister, sUde no. 617,

Samorin, Czechoslovakia, 9.xii.l952 ".
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7. The generic name Liotheum Nitzsch, 1818 is not dealt with in this

application because it is more relevant to the application with regard to the

name Menopon Nitzsch, 1818 which we are submitting simultaneously.

8. Ricinus (Fringillae) pallide-fuscus, corpore oblongo margine nigro, capite

magno: corniculis duobus ohtusis flexilibus (De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins.

7 : 71, pi. 4, figs. 5-8) was renamed Liotheum, nitidissimum, by Nitzsch in 1818

{Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 302) ; as this latter name is a nomen novum, having

no " indication " other than the reference to De Geer, the neotype designated

for Ricinus fringillae De Geer by Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit. Mu^s. (nat.

Hist.), Ent. 3 : 237, figs. 15-17, pi. 10, fig. 6) is also the neoiype oi Liotheum

nitidissimiim Nitzsch. It is labelled Ricinus fringillae De Geer, Neotype, 563,

Emberiza citrinella yeUow-hammer, Oberfrohna, Saxony, Germany, 13.V.26.

9. Ricinus (Emberizae) pallide-fuscus, abdomine albescente : maculis lateral-

ibus fuscis capite magno triangulari (De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 74,

pi. 4, fig. 9) is from the same species of host {Emberiza citrinella) as Philopterus

c. citrinellae (Schrank, 1776) {Beytrdge zur Naturgeschichte, Leipzig : 116, pi. 5,

fig. 7, as a Pediculus) and we consider it to be a subjective synonym of the

latter. A neotype of Schrank's species was designated, described and figured

by Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 229, figs. 8, 9,

pi. 10, fig. 4) and is labelled " Philopterus c. citrinellae (Schrank), Emberiza

citrinella Saxony, shde no. 565."

10. Ricinus (Cornicis), albidus, fasciis dorsalibus transversis fuscis, antennis

brevissimis ad apicem capitis is unquestionably a Myrsidea and, in the form

Ricinus cornicis De Geer, 1778 (: 76, pi. 4 fig. 11) is (if De Geer's Mem. Hist. Ins.

is an available work) the vahd name for the species to which it refers.

Harrison (1916, Parasitology 9 : 13) did not make use of the name, -wTongly

considering it to be a junior primary homonym of Pediculus cornicis Fabricius,

1775, but Hopkins & Clay (1952, Check List of the Oenera and Species of Mallo-

phaga : 228) brought Myrsidea cornicis (De Geer, 1778) into use to replace

M. subaequalis (Haan, 1829) and M. mesoleuca (Nitzsch, 1818), the former

a subjective and the latter an objective s3monym of M. cornicis (De Geer).

A change of name was inevitable in this instance because the fact that

M. mesoleuca (Nitzsch, 1818) is not a nomen nudum but a nomen novum for

R. cornicis De Geer had been overlooked and the name M. mesoleuca had been

thought to date from 1838 and to be junior to M. subaequalis. The neotype

designated by Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist), Ent. 3 : 238,

fig. 18) for Myrsidea cornicis (De Geer, 1778) is necessarily also the neotype of

Myrsidea mesoleuca (Nitzsch, 1818). It is labelled "Neotype, Myrsidea cornicis

(De Geer), Corvus corone comix Linn., Sweden, sUde no. 16012a."

11. Ricinus (Lari), griseo-albidus, oculis maculisque capitis nigris, pedibus

crassioribus (De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 77, pi. 4, fig. 12) is undoubtedly

a nymph of some member of the genus Trinoton Nitzsch, 1818, but is stated

by De Geer to have been obtained " sur les Mouettes " (Larus spp.) on which

members of this genus do not occur in nature. It is not determinable to any

species without the aid of a neotjrpe, and Clay and Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit.

Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 239) sought to place it safely in synonymy by
designating for it a neotype which agrees with their neotype of the senior
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name Trinoton querquedulae (Linn., 1758) {Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 :1758). The
original type-material of the latter nominal species is also lost, but a neotype
was designated by Clay & Hopkins (1950, Bull. Brit. Mus. (nat. Hist.), Ent.
1 : 244, figs. 27, 28) ;

it is labelled " neotype, Trinoton querquedulae (Linn.),
Anas c. crecca Linn., Suffolk, England, Sept. 1935, slide no. 4007. Meinertzhagen
label." The genus Trinoton Nitzsch, 1818 {3Iag. Ent., Germar 3 : 300) is dealt
with in an apphcation submitted simultaneously with this.

12. Ricinus (Mergi serrati) albidus, capite flavescente, corpore elongato
(De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 78, pi. 4, fig. 13) was renamed Pediculus
mergi by J. C. Fabricius in 1781 {Spec. Ins. 2 : 480) and Philopterus (Lipeurus)
temporalis by Nitzsch in 1818 {Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 292) ; both these names
are nommanova for Ricinus mergiserrati De Geer. Harrison (1916, Parasitology
9 : 138) brought De Geer's name for the species back into use and this name was
used by Hopkins & Clay in their Check List of the Genera and Species of Mallo-
phaga (1952 : 33). The neotype designated by Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull
Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 241, figs. 24, 25, pi. 11, fig. 2) for Anaticola
mergiserrati (De Geer, 1778) is necessarily also the neotype for Peiiculus merri
Fabricms and Philopterus temporalis Nitzsch. This neotype is labeUed
"Neotype, Anaticola mergiserrati (De Geer), Mergus serrator Linn., North
Uist, Scotland, xi.l949, slide no. 19298a." Meinertzhagen label.

13. The genus Philopterus is dealt with in another application submitted
simultaneously with this and Pediculus does not belong to the Mallophaga.
The genus to which Ricinus mergiserrati De Geer is now referred is Anaticola
Clay, 1936, of which the type-species, by original designation, is Pediculus
crassicorms ScopoH, 1763 {Ent. Carniolica : 383).

14. Scopoli's collections were destroyed in about the year 1776 (see Horn
& Kahle, 1936, Ent. Beihefte 3 : 252), but a neotype for Anaticola crassicornis
(Scopoh, 1763) has been designated and described by Clay & Hopkins (1951,
Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 2 : 19, figs. 23-24).

15. Ricinus (GaUinae) albidus, abdomine ovato, capite semi-orbiculato : posticis
setis quatuor longioribus (De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 79, pi. 4, fig. 15) was
brought into use (as " G. gallinae Deg. (syn. G. hologaster N.) ") by Johnston &
Harrison (1911, Proc. Linn. Soc. N.S.W. 36 : 326) and they simultaneously
selected it as type-species of Goniocotes Burmeister, 1838, for which no type-
species had previously been selected. Harrison (1916, Parasitology 9 : 14)
rejected Goniocotes gallinae (De Geer), thinking it to be a primary homonym of
Pediculus gallinae Linnaeus, 1758, and called the species Goniocotes hologaster
(Nitzsch)

;
the latter name (for which Harrison gave an incorrect date and

reference) is a nomen novum for R. gallinae De Geer. Hopkins & Clay (1952,
Check List of Genera and Species of Mallophaga : 147) restored De Geer's name
and Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist), Ent. 3 : 242, figs. 29,
30) designated a neotype for the species, which is labelled " Neotype, Gonio'-
cotes gallinae (De Geer), no. 567, J. Waterston coll., Gallus domesticus Co'uafirth,
N. Mavme, Shetland, Scotland, J. Waterston ". The species is of veterinary
importance and it would be most unfortunate if it were to undergo any more
nomenclatorial vicissitudes.
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16. Bicinus (Cards), capite angzilato flavescente fusco punctata, abdomine
ovato albido marginibus serrato, thorace brevissimo {Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 81,

pi. 4, fig. 16). This species was renamed Trichodectes latus (a nomen novum)
by Nitzsch in 1818 (Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 296) and was selected as type-

species of Trichodectes by Johnston & Harrison (1911, Proc. Linn. Soc. N.S.W.
36 : 326). Clay & Hopkins (1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. (nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 244)
designated a neotj^je for this nominal species and the specimen is labelled
" Neotype, Trichodectes canis (De Geer) no. 581, Canis familiar is, Sao Paulo,

Brazil, F.L.W.305 "
; this specimen is also automatically the neotype of

Trichodectes latus Nitzsch, 1818. Clay & Hopkins {I.e. : 245) also designated

a similar specimen as a neotype for Pediculus canis O. Fabricius, 1780 {Fauna
Groenlandiae : 215), with a view to estabUshing this name firmly as a synonym,
as well as a secondary homonym, of Trichodectes canis (De Geer), but in view of

the pohcy (not at that time formulated) that neotypes should not be made
for disused nominal species, recognition of the neotype of Trichodectes canis

(0. Fabricius) is not sought. The species, which is of veterinary importance, is

now universally known as Trichodectes canis (De Geer).

17. Turning to the family-group aspect, the earhest family-group name
based on one of the genera dealt with in this appeal is nirmides [Leach, 1815]

(type-genus : Nirmus Hermann, 1804), but this has been unanimously rejected

by students of the Mallophaga in favour of its junior objective synonym
EiciNiDAE Neumann, 1890 ; liotheidae Burmeister, 1838, is discussed in an
apphcation which we are making simultaneously with this and in which we
ask for its suppression, goniocotini Eichler, 1937, and degeeriellini Eichler,

1937, are considered by many specialists on the Mallophaga to be inseparable

as family-group taxa from philopteridae Burmeister, 1838 (dealt with in

an apphcation which we are submitting simultaneously), trichodectidae
Kellogg, 1896, is universally accepted.

18. We therefore ask the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature to take the following action :

—

(1) to rule that, without prejudging the question whether De Geer's Mem,.

Hist. Ins. is or is not an available work, the generic name Bicinus

and the specific names fringillae, cornicis, mergiserrati, gallinae and
canis, all pubUshed by him in volume 7 of that work, are to be regarded

as available names, in the sense of the Rules of Availabihty, as from
their publication by De Geer in 1778.

(2) to use the plenary powers to suppress the family-group name nirmides
(Leach, 1815], in Brewster, Edinburgh Encyclopaedia (ed. 1) 9 : 78

(type-genus Nirmus Hermann, 1804) (a senior objective sjmonym,
long disused, of ricinidae Neumann, 1890) for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy.
(3) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the following

generic names :

(a) Bicinus De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 69 (gender : masculine)

(type-species, by selection by Neumann, 1906 (Bull. Soc. zool.

Fr. 20 : 56) : Bicinus fringillae De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins.

7 : 71);
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(b) Degeeriella Neumann, 1906, Bull. Soc. zool. Fr. 20 : 60 (gender :

feminine) (type-species by selection by Johnston & Harrison,

1911 {Proc. Linn. Soc. N.S.W. 36 : 326) : Nirmus discocephalus

Burmeister, 1838, Handh. Ent. 2(2) : 430) ;

(c) Anaticola Clay, 1936, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1936 : 617 (gender :

masculine) (tjrpe-species by original designation : Pediculus

crassicornis Scopoli, 1763, Entomologia Carniolica : 383) ;

(d) Myrsidea Waterston, 1915, Ent. mon. Mag. 51 : 12 (gender :

feminine) (type-species by original designation : Myrsidea victrix

Waterston, 1915, Ent. mon. Mag. 51 : 13) ;

(e) Goniocotes Burmeister, 1838, Handh. Ent. 2(2) : 431 (gender

:

masculine) (type-species by subsequent selection (Johnston &
Harrison, 1911, Proc. Linn. Soc. N.S.W. 36 : 326) : Ricinus

gallinae De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 79) ;

(f) Trichodectes Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 294 (gender :

masculine (type-species by subsequent selection (Johnston &
Harrison, 1911, Proc. Linn. Soc. N.S.W. 36 : 326) : Ricinus

canis De Greer, 1778) ;

(4) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the following

names :

{a) fringillae De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 71, as pubUshed in

the combination Ricinus fringillae and as defined by the neot5rpe

designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.),

Ent. 3 : 237 (specificname of type-species of RicinusDe Geer, 1778

;

(b) cornicis De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 76, as pubhshed in the

combination Ricinus cornicis and as defined by the neotype

designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. (nat.

Hist.), Ent. 3 : 239
;

(c) mergiserrati De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 78, as pubUshed
in the combination Ricinus mergiserrati and as defined by the

neotype designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus.
{nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 241

;

(d) gallinae De Geer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 79, as published in

the combination Ricinus gallinae and as defined by the neotype

designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat.

Hist.), Ent. 3 : 242 (specific name of type-species of Goniocotes

Burmeister, 1838) ;

(e) canis De Greer, 1778, Mem. Hist. Ins. 7 : 81, as pubhshed in the

combination Ricinus canis and as defined by the neotj'pe

designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat.

Hist.), Ent. 3 : 244 (specific name of type-species of Trichodectes

Nitzsch, 1818)

;

(f ) discocephalus Burmeister, 1838, Handb. Ent. 2(2) : 430, as published

in the combination Nirmus discocephalus and as defined by the

neotype designated by Clay, 1958, Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.),

Ent. 7 : 168 (specific name of type-species of Degeeriella

Neumann, 1906) ;
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(g) crassicornis Sco-poM, 11^3, Entomologia carniolica : 383, as published

in the combination Pediculus crassicornis and as defined by the

neotype designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1951, Bull. Brit. Mus.

{nat. Hist.), Ent. 2 : 19 (specific name of type-species oi Anaticola

Clay, 1936)

;

(h) citrinellae Schrank, 1776, Beytrdge zur Naturgeschichte, Leipzig :

116, pi. 5, fig. 7, as published in the combination Pediculus

citrinellae and as defined by the neotype designated by Clay &
Hopkins, 1954, Bull. Brit. Mus. (nat. Hist.), Ent. 3 : 229 ;

(i) querquedulae Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 612, as

pubHshed in the combination Pediculus querquedulae, and as

defined by the neotype designated by Clay & Hopkins, 1950,

Bull. Brit. Mus. {nat. Hist.), Ent. 1 : 244
;

(5) to place the following names on the Official List of Family-Group

Names in Zoology :

(a) RicmiDAE Neumann, 1890, Bull. Soc. Hist. nat. Toulouse 24 : 55

(type-genus : Ricinu^ De Geer, 1778) ;

(b) TBiCHODECTiDAE Kellogg, 1896, Proc. Calif. Acad. Sci. (2) 6 : 63

(type-genus : Trichodectes Nitzsch, 1818) ;

(c) GONIOCOTINI Eichler, 1937, S.B. Ges. naturf. Fr. Berl. 1937 : 108

(type-genus : Goniocotes Burmeister, 1838) (for use by those

zoologists who consider that Goniocotes Burmeister, 1838 and

Philopterus Nitzsch, 1818 belong to different taxa of the family-

group)
;

(d) DEGEERIELLINI Eichler, 1937, in Niethammer, Handb. dtsch.

Vogelkunde 1 : 360 (type-genus : Degeeriella Neumann, 1906)

(for use by those zoologists who consider that Degeeriella

Neumann, 1906 and Philopterus Nitzsch, 1818, belong to different

taxa of the family-group) ;

(6) to place the following names on the Official Index of Rejected and

Invahd Generic Names in Zoology :

(a) Nirmus Hermann, 1804, Memoire apterologique : 12 (a junior

objective synonym of Ricinu^ De Geer, 1778) ;

(b) Nirmus Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 291 (a junior

homonym oi Nirmus Hermann, 1804) ;

(c) Physostomum Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 302 (a junior

objective synonym of Ricinus De Geer, 1778) ;

(7) to place the following specific names on the Official Index of Rejected

and InvaUd Specific Names in Zoology :

(a) nitidissimum, Liotheum, Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 302

(a junior objective synonym of fringillae, Ricinus, De Geer,

1778)

;

{h) mesoleucum, Liotheum, Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 300

(a junior objective synonym oicornicis, Ricimis, De Geer, 1778) ;

(c) mergi, Pediculus, J. C. Fabricius, 1781, Spec. Ins. 2 : 480 (a junior

objective synonym of mergiserrati, Ricinus, De Geer, 1778)

;
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(d) temporalis, Philopterus , Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Grermar) 3 : 292

(a junior objective sjoionym of mergiserrati, Riciniis, De Geer,

1778)

;

(e) hologaster, Philopterus, Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 294

(a junior objective synonym of gallinae, Ricinus, De Geer,

1778)

;

(f) lattis, Trichodectes, Nitzsch, 1818, Mag. Ent. (Germar) 3 : 296

(a junior objective synonym oi canis, Ricinus, De Geer, 1778) ;

(8) to place the following name on the Official Index of Rejected and
InvaUd Family-Group Names in Zoology :

NiRMiDES [Leach, 1815], in Brewster, Edinburgh Encyclopaedia (ed. 1)

9 : 78 (suppressed under the plenary powers in (2) above).


